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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of tlie second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1 -16,18,20-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 5, In. 5, whether - a plurality of decoders - is the same as - one or more 
decoding devices - in In. 1. 

Claim 5, In. 6, should read "a de-tagging and scheduling device configured to 
Claim 12, In. 1, it is unclear which of - the decoding devices - in claim 5. 
Claim 13, In. 5, it is unclear which of - the one or more decoding devices - in 
claim 5. 

Claim 18 depends on itself. 

Claim 20, In. 6, whether - a plurality of decoders - is the same as - one or more 
decoding devices - in In. 3. 

Claim 22, In. 1 , it is unclear which of - the plurality of decoders - in claim 20. 
Claim 23, In. 1, and claim 26, In. 1, and claim 27, In. 1, it is unclear which of -the 
one or more decoding devices - in claim 20. 

3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the multi-party communication bridge" in In. 3-4. 
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Claim 5 recites the limitation "the packet based signals" in In. 6-7 and "the tags" 
in In. 7. 

Claim 16 recites the limitation "the tag" in In. 1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the Invention was made. 

5. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Aznar et 
al. (U.S. Pat No. 6,907,007) in view of Horiuchi et al. (U.S. Pat No. 5,930,237). 

With regard to cl. 1 , Aznar discloses 

a multi-party communication device (multiple switching nodes, col. 1 , In. 20) 
configured to accept a plurality of types (different priority in priority-based, col. 1, In. 32) 
of communication signals from multiple parties via a transport network (an ATM 
network, col. 1, In. 19), a mutli-party communication bridge (control cell injection system, 
col. 4, In. 2; see also Fig. 4) including: 

one or more tagging devices (injection switching node 49 in Fig. 4, col. 4, In. 12) 
that are each configured to respectively tag (append routing header 61 in Fig. 4; see 
also routing label appending function 61, col. 4, In. 40) incoming communication signals 
(0AM cell 59 with injection flag in Fig. 4, col. 4, In. 5) with predetermined information 
particular to each signal (SRL, col. 4, In. 16); and 
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a controller (switch 44 in Fig. 4, col. 4, In. 45) configured to combine the tagged 
output signals (0AM cell 59 with SRL in Fig. 4, col. 4, In. 45) from the one or more 
tagging devices into data packet signals (same data flow process, col. 4, In. 51). 

However, Aznar fails to explicitly show transmit the data packet signals to each of the 
multiple parties via the transport network. 

In an analogous art, Horiuchi discloses transmit the data packet signals to each 
of the multiple parties via the transport network (ATM network to multicast each ATM 
cell, col. 3, In. 9-10). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to include transmitting the data packet signals to each of the multiple 
parties via the transport network. The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have 
been to provide for each cell need only to be relayed once per video conference 
terminal in a multi-point video conferencing system for use in an ATM network. 
Horiuchi, col. 1, In. 33-34 and col. 2, In. 3. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
combine Horiuchi with Aznar for the benefit of exponential reduction in ATM cell traffic, 
to obtain the invention as specified in claim 1 . 

6. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Azner in 
view of Todd (U.S. Pat No. 5,072,442) and Horiuchi. 
With regard to cl. 17, Azner discloses 
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receiving a plurality of types of communication signals within a multi-party 
communication infrastructure from multiple parties via a transport network in 
communication with the infrastructure; and 

tagging received communication signal with a corresponding tag that includes 
predetermined information particular to each signal. 

However, Azner fails to explicitly show combining the tagged output signals into a single 
data packet; and transmitting the single data packet to the multiple parties over the 
transport network to effect a multi-party communication session. 

In an analogous art, Todd discloses combining signals into a single data packet 
(combines audio signals from multiple nodes to produce 'combined audio' packets, col. 
5, In. 63-65); and Horiuchi discloses transmitting the single data packet to the multiple 
parties over the transport network (ATM network to multicast each ATM cell, col. 3. In. 
9-10) to effect a multi-party communication session (a multi-point video conferencing 
system for use in an ATM network, col. 1, In. 32-33). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to include combining the tagged output signals into a single data packet. 
The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide for simultaneous 
communications among multiple subscribers of different network architectures. Todd, 
col. 1 , In. 30-32. It would also have been obvious to include transmitting the single data 
packet to the multiple parties over the transport network to effect a multi-party 
communication session. The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to 



Application/Control Number: 10/076,255 



Pages 



Art Unit: 2667 

provide for each cell need only to be relayed once per video conference terminal in a 
multi-point video conferencing system for use in an ATM network. Horiuchi, col. 1 , In. 
33-34 and col. 2, In. 3. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Todd and 
Horiuchi with Azner for the benefit of simultaneous communications among multiple 
subscribers of different network architectures and exponential reduction in ATM cell 
traffic as in Horiuchi, to obtain the invention as specified in claim 17. 



7. Claim 2-16,18-31 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Blanche Wong whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3177. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 830am to 
530pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chi H. Pham can be reached on 571-272-3179. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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